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Multimodel Inference

Alternative to null hypothesis testing

Multiple models generated using different
combinations of variables

Information criteria (AlC) used-to rank models

Relative importance of each variable in model is
determined from AICw value summed across models
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Future: Relative Wave Exposure

« WEMo- NCCOS: uses linear wave theory to calculate

wave height and wave energy
- wind generation
- water depth
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Conclusions

* We have developed reasonable models with moderate-good
predictive ability with collected variables.

* Sediment grain size is an important predictor while latitude is a

moderate predictor of bulk carbon at eelgrass and reference
sites.

* Future models.will substitute fetch with relative wave exposure.
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